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where the water receivinq the discharge does not meet the 
water quality standards discussed below.) By 1983, 
industries must have "best available" technology and 
municipalities the "best practicable" waste treatment 
control. Industries which discharge into municipal 
treatment plants must meet pretreatment standards. 


The Federal Water Pollution Control Amendments 
of 1972 mandate that by 1983 all United States 
navigable waters shall be suitable for human recrea¬ 
tion and fish and wildlife protection and pro¬ 
pagation. The Act also sets the goal that dis¬ 
charge of pollutants into navigable waters be 
eliminated by 1985, though the last date is not 
legally binding. 

The mechanisms established to achieve these goals 
make the federal act one of the most complex and 
comprehensive laws ever enacted by Congress. The 
law also makes specific provision for citizen 
participation, requires extensive action on the part 
of states, and, like the 1972 Clean Air Act, has 
major impact on land use patterns across the nation. 
The Air and Water Acts, taken together, in effect 
require that land-use planning shall henceforth relate 
to the natural resource base of the land. 


NEW SOURCE, TOXIC EFFLUENT STANDARDS 


New sources (those constructed after January 1974) 
must use the "best available demonstrated control 
technology" to be defined by EPA in standards of 
performance for various industries. Toxic effluent 
discharges must also meet EPA standards which are set 
to provide an ample margin of safety. These standards 
will take effect by January 1975, and are subject to 
review at least once every three years. EPA has 
published an initial list of toxic substances (which 
may also include substances that cause toxic effects 
after concentration in a food chain or in combination 
with other substances) and may add to it at any time. 


WATER QUALITY STANDARDS 


For all these reasons, every citizen should know 
of, and if possible, participate in the implementa¬ 
tion of the act. Several excellent detailed guides 
for citizen action in the water program exist - they 
are noted in the bibliography, and should be read*. 
This article will detail the framework of the 
federal law and Connecticut's response to that law, 
to give citizens an initial base of knowledge. 


STANDARDS TO BE ACHIEVED 


Water quality standards previously required by the 
1965 federal water law will be used by the 1972 
law in an important, but new role. First, states must 
now develop intrastate as well as the previously 
mandated interstate water quality standards. 

Second, the '72 law makes the key water quality en¬ 
forcement mechanism the technologically based point 
source effluent limitations described above. If these 
effluent limitations are insufficient to ensure water 
quality, then a stricter standard based on both efflu¬ 
ent and water quality standards is to be imposed. 


The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, the 
federal government agency which oversees implementa¬ 
tion of the act, is setting several kinds of 
standards as a base for a water quality strategy. 


POINT SOURCE STANDARDS 


EPA is setting standards for all pollutant dis¬ 
charges from point sources (any discernable, 
confined discharge conduit). These point source 
standards are called "effluent limitations," and are 
the maximum allowable rate of discharge, con¬ 
centration or amount of a pollutant which may be 
released from a point source into any body of water. 

One set of point source standards applies to 
municipal treatment plants,others to industries; both 
are based on pollution control technology applicable 
to the particular source. By 1977 industries 
mus* have the "best practicable" control technology 
currently available, and municipal treatment plants 
must provide at least secondary sewage treatment. 
(More stringent requirements will be necessary 


Water quality standards consist of three elements 
1) stream classifications expressed in terms of 
desired recreational use of the water, designated 
AA-D (see November Citizens' Bulletin for detailed 
descriptions of standards), 2) criteria (chemical, 
physical and biological) which must be met for a water 
body to support the desired use, and 3) an anti¬ 
degradation statement that water quality will not drop 
below existing levels except as a result of necessary 
economic and social development. These standards 
must be reviewed every three years. 

Water quality standards are closely integrated with 
the 1983 interim quality goal; to meet this, states 
must raise every segment of water to Class A (recreation 
in and on the water) or B (propagation of desirable 
aquatic life and recreation on the water) by the 
'83 date. 

Connecticut held its public hearing in November on 
the first three-year revision of its water quality 
standards (see November Citizens' Bulletin). No 
adopted standard for the state is below a B category, 
though there are a few water segments that are anti¬ 
cipated to be in a C category (suitable for fish 


and wildlife, recreational boating, certain in¬ 
dustrial processes) at the next three-year revision 
of the standards. 


MEETING THE STANDARDS - THROUGH PERMITS 


A permit program and various planning processes are 
the tools to meet the various standards outlined above. 

The '72 Amendments set up the National Pollutant 
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) to regulate 
through permits all point source discharges into 
navigable waters, including industries, municipal 
treatment plants, and large agricultural feedlots. 
(Industries discharging into a municipal system 
need not obtain a NPDES permit but must meet pre¬ 
treatment standards. Connecticut is in the process 
of implementing a program to require a state permit for 
any such industry discharging over 5,000 gallons a day. 

A state, if qualified, may be granted authority by 
EPA to issue NPDES permits. Connecticut received 
this delegated authority in September 1973, the 
second state in the nation to be so delegated. Our 
state was in a particularly advantageous position to 
take over the permit program for Connecticut has had 
a state permit program for 48 years. The state 
program in fact, has been since 1960 broader than the 
federal program, for it requires a permit for sub¬ 
surface water discharges as well as those into 
navigable waters, while NPDES restricts itself to 
navigable waters, with some vague discussions of 
future actions on subsurface discharges. Connecticut 
is continuing its state permitting procedures for sub¬ 
surface discharges. 

The NPDES permit must contain the effluent limita¬ 
tion for the particular type of discharge, a schedule 
of compliance (construction or process change 
schedules to meet the deadlines in a phased manner) 
which must be reported to the permit authority, and 
self-monitoring requirements for each source. Permits 
are valid for a five year period; EPA has decided 
that all NPDES permits should be issued by 
December 31, 1974. 

NPDES permits are required for both new and 
existing discharges to navigable waters. In Connecti¬ 
cut permits for existing discharges are issued as 
an order under State Statutes 25-54g, h, or k. On 
these permits, DEP engineers review a permit appli¬ 
cation and send a copy of the application to EPA 
(if they don't already have one under the previously 
existing Army Corps of Engineers program).DEP 
engineers may request additional information or visit 
the company. The permit is then drafted, and sent to 
the applicant for comment. 

Public notice is given of the draft permit after 
its return and possible revision and the public has 
a 30-day period to comment. If there is sufficient 
cause, a public hearing may be requested. 

All related documents are on file at DEP and may 
be inspected Mon. - Fri. between 8:30 and 4:30. 

Fact sheets on the discharge, if it is over 500,000 
gallons a day, are also prepared by DEP and sent to 
the public on request. 

If a hearing is held the permit may be modified 
in light of comments; then it is formally issued to 
the company, which has a 30 day period during which 


it may appeal the stated conditions. 

The procedure to permit new discharges is slightly 
different. DEP engineers review the application and 
supporting engineering details submitted by the 
applicant, make a technical determination that 1) 
the treatment to be provided is consistent with the 
state of the art and 2) the discharge won't violate 
water quality standards. 

A notice of hearing is then sent to the public along j 
with the tentative draft permit, and the public 
hearing held 30 days later. After hearing, the permit 
may be modified, then authorization for a permit is 
granted to the applicant. This means they can proceed 
with planning and construction, subject to DEP 
approval of detailed plans and specifications, and 
of the actual construction. The final permit to 
operate is then issued. 

To date, Connecticut has issued some 125 permits, 
and plans to meet the federal deadline of December 31 
'74 for permits to all point sources for which appli¬ 
cations have been filed. Some 600 existing sources 
are expected to have permits at that time. 


MUNICIPAL WASTE TREATMENT FACILITIES 


Municipal treatment facilities are subject to the j 
NPDES permit processes and deadlines; they are also 
beneficiaries of a federal construction grant program. 
The Federal Water Pollution Control Act of 1956 first 
established a federal grant program, and subsequent 
legislation expanded its scope. The 72 amendments 
expand the program even further. 

Federal assistance is now available for many pre- j 
viously ineligible projects, such as combined storm 
and sanitary sewers; sewage collection systems for 
existing communities; facilities for storage, 
recycling and reclamation of wastes; the acquisition 
of lands needed for disposal residues. 75% of the 
cost of an EPA-approved project will be paid by the 
federal government, 15% by the state, and 10% by the 
municipalities. Each phase of the construction, such] 
as feasibility studies, design, engineering and 
construction, is considered a separate project that 
is approved and 75% funded by EPA. 

Projects begun by municipalities after June 1966 but| 
before July 1972 are eligible for up to 55% reim¬ 
bursement of pollution control facilities construction] 
costs. The money, originally scheduled to be 
received January 31, has just recently been released, 
and Connecticut received a total of $45,965,210. 
$25,303,196 of these funds are reimbursement to the st 
$20,662,014 to the municipalities. This money repress 
half the present reimbursement funds to be received in] 
the state. 

This pre-financing system, under which local and st 
money was used to fund pollution control projects in an 
cipation of federal reimbursement, enabled many commurc 
to begin construction as much as five or six years ear' 
than would have been possible otherwise, and minimized 
adverse effects of inflation on construction costs. 

EPA funding for all eligible pollution control facil 
ultimately depends on an annual priority list of projeq 
set by the state.* The priorities are set according 
criteria which include 1. the severity of the pollutioi] 
problem, 2. population affected by the project, 3. nee 



for preservation of high quality waters, 4. national 
priorities (meaning priority basins designated by EPA), 

5, 6, 7. (mutually exclusive criteria) projects desirable 
in terms of water quality improvement, or projects which 
are not discharges, 8. benefits to downstream uses of 
receiving streams (public health, health of aquatic eco¬ 
systems, recreation, industry, agriculture), 9. general 
water quality improvement expected due to project. 

Congress has appropriated full funding for pollution 
abatement facilities; however, part of the money has 
been impounded, and thus the schedule of funding for pro¬ 
jects has been slowed, in some cases considerably. 

The '72 Act authorized $18 billion for nationwide con¬ 
struction of new publicly owned waste treatment works over 
three fiscal years - $5 billion for fiscal '73, $6 billion 
for FY '74, and $7 billion for FY '75. EPA has, on orders 
from the Office of Management and Budget, impounded exactly 
half of the funds to date, saying that spending the full 
amount would have an inflationary impact. Many states 
have filed suit against this impoundment; Connecticut has 
joined in two such suits, one as a party, one as amicus 
curiae. One suit received a favorable ruling in the lower 
courts; final resolution is still pending (see February 
Citizens' Bulletin). 

As fiscal matters for Connecticut stand under present 
impoundment status: 

< For fiscal 1973 in Connecticut: 

$84,050,000 was appropriated by Congress 

$33,620,000 was granted by EPA _ 

$50,430,000 was impounded 

For fiscal 1974: 

$100,860,000 was appropriated 
$ 50,430,000 was granted 
$ 50,430,000 was impounded 

For fiscal 1975: 

$123,774,700 was appropriated 
$ 69.542,900 was granted 
$ 54,231,800 was impounded 

Commissioner Costle says that until this year, impound¬ 
ment hadn't really affected Connecticut. "We've been far 
enough ahead in Connecticut so the reduced funding released 
has enable use to proceed with almost all the projects 
i on the drawing board. The new impoundment decision, how¬ 
ever, could set back the state's timetable for implement- 
■ ing advanced treatment and separation of combined sewers 
\ in critical areas of the state." 


MEETING THE STANDARDS - THROUGH PLANNING 


SECTION 201 - MUNICIPAL FACILITIES 

The '72 Amendments set up several major planning 
processes. One such process, set up under Section 201 
of the Act, deals specifically with planning for,the mun¬ 
icipal wastewater plants. 201 gives the EPA Administrator 
authority to make grants and sets the standards for waste- 
water facilities planning described above. 

201 also provides that waste treatment management take 
[into consideration the areawide plans set up under Section 
208 (discussed below). While a 201 report on a facility 
will be essentially an engineering report on the individual 
project, planning for the wastewater facility will need 
I to take into account such things on a townwide basis as 
I other point and non-point sources, and the location of 
! sewer lines (which will influence land use and development 



patterns. 201 also requires the EPA administrator to en¬ 
courage revenue-producing waste treatment facilities such 
as recycling of wastes through agriculture, reclamation 
of waste water and sludge disposal, and integration of 
pollution abatement facilities with disposal plants for 
other wastes, and with recreation and open space needs of 
an area. The administrator is also required to see that 
municipalities and industries enter into regional planning 
agreements to generate income for communities from use of 
the facilities. 

After July 30, 1974, EPA will only make sewage treatment 
facility grants when the applicant can demonstrate that 
alternative means of waste disposal have been studied and 
the best method selected, and that the facility will, to 
the maximum extent possible, allow addition of technology 
to encourage reclamation of wastewater. 

The 201 requirements that municipal facilities plans be 
consistant with areawide waste management plans is supple¬ 
mented by EPA draft guidelines requiring that 201 planning 
areas be designated "complex" or "non-complex" with a 
greater depth of planning done in complex areas. 


SECTION 208 - AREAWIDE PLANNING 


Section 201 requires that municipal wastewater treat¬ 
ment facilities planning tie in with areawide planning; 
Section 208 sets up the areawide planning mechanism. 208 
requires the Governor of a state to identify all areas in 
the state which have substantial water quality control 
programs because of urban-industrial concentrations or 
other factors. Areawide waste treatment management plans 
are to be developed and implemented for these areas. 

The Governor of each state may appoint designated area¬ 
wide waste treatment planning agencies. He may also remain 
silent on the issue, designating none, or he may "non- 
designate" the state, which means the state itself becomes 
the planning agency for all areawide planning jurisdiction 
areas. Connecticut, like most other states, has chosen to 
non-designate at this time. This does not preclude 
designation in the future; it does preserve all options 
for action. 

EPA has been less than clear on 208 implementation, and 
most states are waiting for clarified guidelines on the 
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208 process as well as release of impounded federal funds - 
which under the Act amounts to 100% of the 208 planning 
process costs until FY '75. But, irrespective of the 
designation of responsibility question and EPA's lack of 
clarity, areawide plans must be developed, and Section 
208 is potentially the most powerful section in the Act, 
due to the non-point source control requirements and the 
land use implications. 

Each 208 plan must include a program to regulate the 
"location, modification and construction of any facilities 
within the planning area which may result in the discharge 
of any effluent", both point (pipes or conduits) and non¬ 
point (a diffuse source such as groundwater leachate 
or surface runoff, e.g. construction sites, farms). 

The point sources will be controlled through NPDES and the 
construction grant program; non-point sources can only be 
controlled through proper land management techniques. 

The non-point source control program should, according 
to EPA, identify processes to control,!, non-point agricul¬ 
tural, silvicultural, mine-related and construction-related 
sources of pollution, 2. residual waste disposal within 
the area which could affect water quality (such as dredge 
and fill material and sludge), 3. land or sub-surface 
disposal of wastes which might affect ground or surface 
water, 4. salt water intrusion into water bodies. 

Areawide plans should also identify all wastes gener¬ 
ated in the area and all treatment works necessary to 
handle them in the next 20 years; analyse alternative 
treatment systems; develop a regulatory program to control 
the modification of all treatment works and pre-treatment 
of industrial discharges. 


SECTION 303 - BASIN PUNNING 


All 208 areawide plans must be consistant with state 
basin plans, which are required by the third major section 
of the Act dealing with planning. Section 303. 





Basin plans must include 1. detailed and major descrip¬ 
tions of each body of water in the basin, 2. identification 
and analysis of all pollutant sources, 3. a ranking of 
each segment in order of priority for improvement, 4. an 
analysis of the effectiveness of measures taken for water 
quality, 5. a timetable for state actions. 

Basin plans are the central decision making mechanism 
for the water quality program. Here the permit program 
and the water quality standards come together. 

EPA requires that all portions of every river basin 
must be designated either an effluent limited segment or 
a water quality limited segment. 

An effluent-limited segment can achieve its assigned 
water quality standards with the application of the 
1977 effluent limitations of best practicable technology 
to all industrial point sources and secondary treatment 
for all municipal point sources. 


a 



A water quality segment will need additional 
pollution control measures beyond those of the 
effluent limited segment if it is to meet designated 
water quality standards. For each water quality 
segment, the state is to establish a waste load 
allocation, and this allocation will form the basis 
for a control strategy for treatment beyond normal 
required levels. Connecticut has designated many 
water segments as possible water quality segments - 
formal designation will be considered after com¬ 
pletion of appropriate studies. 

In essence, 303 establishes the priorities for per¬ 
mits and construction of sewage treatment facilities 
by reflecting the water quality standards of the Act. 

The following stream segments are considered to 
be probable water quality class segments in Connecti¬ 
cut and will be treated as such in the 303 planning 
process. 

1) Sympaug Brook from the Town of Bethel sewage 
treatment plant to the mouth. 

2) Limekiln Brook from the City of Danbury 
sewage treatment plant to the mouth. 

3) Still River from the confluence with Sympaug 
Brook to the mouth. 

4) Quinnipiac River from the Town of Southington 
sewage treatment plant to tidewater. 

5) Quinnipiac River from tidewater to the mouth. 

6) Naugatuck River from the City of Waterbury 
sewage treatment plant to the mouth. 

7) Pequabuck River from the City of Bristol main 
sewage treatment plant to the mouth. 

8) Hockanum River from the Town of Vernon sewage 
treatment plant to the mouth. 

Certain additional stream segments will be treated 
as water quality limited segments due to the existancej 
of combined sewer overflows. These segments will be 
identified in the final plans. 

The following are the basin plan areas designated 
in Connecticut: 

Connecticut River Basin 

Housatonic River Basin 

Western Connecticut Coastal 

Hudson River 

Central Connecticut Coastal 

Thames River Basin 

Eastern Connecticut Coastal (Niantic) 

Eastern Connecticut Coastal (Mystic) 

Pawcatuck River Basin 

303 is also important for its "non-degradation 
provisions. The non-degradation concept is mentioned] 
throughout the Act, but particularly emphasized in 
Sections 302 and 303. Non-degradation as defined 
in the Connecticut Water Quality Standards means that ] 
waters whose existing quality is better than establish 
standards as of the date such standards 
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l become effective will be maintained at their existing 
U high quality. These waters of the state will not be 
L lowered in quality unless and until it has been 
■.affirmatively demonstrated to the Commissioner that 
llsuch change is justifiable as a result of necessary 
I economic or social development and will not interfere 
■'l*ith or become injurious to any assigned uses made of, 
> or presently possible in such waters. 

I. Again, EPA has not yet issued strict guidelines for 
this provision, but it is, and will be, of major im¬ 
portance in the clean water strategy. 

I 303 also provides for a State Continuing Planning 
■ Process; at the beginning of each fiscal year (begin- 
^'ning in FY '74), the state will submit a revised 
planning process to EPA for review. The plan will 
describe all major actions planned, and resources 
; available to undertake them.* 


t One last comprehensive level of the planning pro- 
ss exists - "Level B Planning," established to 
courage cooperation among state and federal agencies 
and assure a broad data base for planning water quality. 
[■ Such data would include economic growth patterns, 
agency projects, projected needs over the next 20 
years, proposed alternatives. Level B planning must 
be completed by 1980. 



MONITORING 


Water quality data is required to define state trends 
in water quality, to build an intensive survey program 
to input into 303 basin plans, and to do the 
effluent monitoring required under the NPDES program. 

In fiscal '75 the monitoring program will consist 
of between 50-75 stations, the number to be determined 
by a cost analysis prepared by the U.S. Geological 
Survey. The program will be funded jointly by DEP 
and USGS. Samples will be collected monthly and 
1 sediment samples collected and analyzed once each year. 

Intensive survey monitoring will be conducted during 
July and August 1974 for Norwalk Harbor, New Haven 
Harbor including the estuarine part of the Quinni- 
piac River, and the Thames and Naugatuck Rivers. 

The state's groundwater monitoring needs are taken 
care of by a USGS program which collects and analyzes 
samples from approximately 200 stations, which measure 
25 parameters from flow rate to temperature and PH. 


THE WATER COMPLIANCE UNIT 


The Water Compliance Unit of the Department of 
Environmental Protection is charged with administration 
of the complex 72 Amendments. The unit is being 
restructured to reflect the new responsibilities 
charged to it by the 72 law; the people below head the 
offices to call for information on the various aspects 
of the water quality program. 

Director of Water Compliance - Robert Taylor 
566-3245 

Assistant Director, and contact for all federal 
and state grants - Merwin Hupfer 566-2388 
NPDES and state permit program - Richard Barlow 
566-3282 

Planning programs - Roy Anderson 566-2588 
Oil and chemical disposal and spill prevention 
and clean-up - Russell Dibble 566-3338 

The Water Compliance Unit has also divided the 
state into quarters and given one staff person 
responsibility for insuring proper operation of 
wastewater facilities in his section. 

Northeast Conn. Robert Smith 566-3232 
Northwest Conn. Robert Smith 566-3282 
Southeast Conn. Ronald Rayner 566-5903 
Southwest Conn. Joseph Kulowiec 566-5760 


BIBLIOGRAPHY 


The preceding article gives only the briefest outline 
of the complex federal requirements for water quality 
actions; any citizen interested in exploring the program 
further should refer to more specific documents listed 
below. 

CITIZEN PARTICIPATION IN IMPLEMENTATION OF THE ACT 

A Citizen's Guide to Clean Water - from the Izaak Walton 
League, Suite 806, 1800 N. Kent St., Arlington, 

Va. 22209 Free. 

Water Quality Training Institute Manua l prepared by the 
Conservation Foundation with an EPA grant. A detailed 
look at the program with specific guides for 
citizen action. In preliminary form at present, may 
be seen at DEP Room 161, Inquiries on final form 
to the Conservation Foundation, 1717 Massachusetts 
Avenue, N.W., Washington, D. C. 20036 


A biological monitoring program will be initiated 
in fiscal '75, to assess long-term changes in the 
biota of water quality limited segments and other 
waters, to assess the eutrophic condition of the 
state's waters and provide biological data to support 
programs of other state agencies. This monitoring net¬ 
work will include 30 stations, from which samples will 
be collected, and fish analyzed for identification, 
relative abundance, and assessment of general physical 
condition. 


CONNECTICUT DOCUMENTS - available from the Water 

Compliance Unit, DEP, Room 129, State Office Building, 
Hartford, Connecticut 06115 

Connecticut's Clean Water Program - a Historical Pers- 
pective 

Conn ecticut Industrial Discharge Inventory (file 
materials at present, will eventually be computerized 
and available to send out) 

Connecticut Priority System for Municipal Construction 
Grants (including the Connecticut municipal discharge 
inventory 

Connecticut Statewide Continuing Planning Process (a 
yearly report due for submission April T5j 


! 
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Connecticut Water Quality Standards 

Inventory of Statewide Domestic Wastewater Treatment Fa¬ 
cilities 

Statewide Long Range Plan for the Management of the Water 
Resources of Connecticut 

Phase I - inventory of water resources, facilities, 
problems, planning projections 

Phase III - plan recommendations (basis of the Conn- 
ecticut Plan of Conservation and Development water 
strategies.) 

GENERAL 

Citizen's Guide to Clean Hater cited above - excellent 
introduction 

The Housatonic - Cleaning it Up, Keeping it Clean 

despite the title, a general look at the federal 
law, various sewage treatment methods. Excellent. 
Available from the Housatonic Valley Association, 

Box 548, New Milford, Connecticut 06776 
A Primer on Wastewater Treatment. EPA publication, 

55<t from Superintendent of Documents, U.S. 

Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402 
Toward Cleaner Water - the New Permit Program to Control 
Water Pollution. EPA publication, 50d from 
Superintendent of Documents, address above 


DECLINING PEST 


Gypsy moth caterpillars will be hatching about May 
1st - prepare now to destroy egg masses and band 
valuable trees if they grow in an area subject to 
defoliation. 

Fortunately, the gypsy moth population should be 
less this year than in any of the past three, accord¬ 
ing to Dr. Stephen Hitchcock, Director of DEP's 
Pesticide Compliance Unit. 

Predators, parasites, and diseases have teamed up to 
subdue the outbreak that western Connecticut has 
experienced for several years. East of the Connecticut 
River, the natural enemies of the gypsy moth have not 
yet brought its population back into balance but even 
there, defoliation should be moderate or very light 
in most towns. The effect of the cold snap in January 
on survival of the eggs is not known, but the temperatures 
of - 15° F should have been lethal to some eggs not 
sheltered beneath snow or other cover. 

Dr. Hitchcock suggests a simple test to check over¬ 
wintering mortality. 

Place two or three egg masses in a jar and bring 
them into the house. The young caterpillars will emerge 
within a few days if all is well in the gypsy moth 
world, but will fail to emerge if the winter cold has 
done its work. Be sure to keep a tight cover on the jar. 

The homeowner can predict the chances of gypsy moth 
activity in his own yard by conducting a private egg 
mass survey. The tan, felt-like gypsy moth egg masses are 
laid on tree truks, undersides of branches, rocks, houses, 
or any other solid object. 

If the egg masses are small (dime sized) and scarce, 
then there is little chance of defoliation or nuisance. 

On the other hand, if there are several dozen egg masses 
per tree and each is larger than a quarter then one might 
want to take action. 

The Department recommends the following steps in 
gypsy moth control: 


1. Any time before spring hatch, destroy the egg 
masses. Eggs can be gathered in a container 
for burning or soaking in kerosene. Do 

not scrape the eggs onto the ground, for many 
will still hatch and young caterpillars can 
easily make their way to the top of the highest 
tree. An alternative method is to carefully 
daub the eggs with a paint brush and creosote. 
Destroying egg masses as a control measure 
works best on isolated ornamental trees in 
a yard, but, if possible, also treat a buffer 
zone in adjacent woodlots. 

2. Band valuable trees. Banding is especially 
helpful on evergreens, as very young cater¬ 
pillars cannot eat evergreen foliage but will 
move over onto these trees when the cater¬ 
pillars are older and larger. Older 
caterpillars crawl across the ground and the 
bands will prevent their making their way up 
the tree. Wrap trees tightly with a strip 
of tarpaper or foil, then apply a layer of 
sticky material (Tanglefoot or Stikem) to 
repel or trap the caterpillars. Do not apply 
any grease directly to the tree o r the tree 
may be killed . Remove the bands at the end 
of July. 

3. A supplement to banding is tying a burlap 
skirt at a point higher than the band. 

Caterpillars descending the tree, seeking 

a daytime hiding place, will collect under the 
skirt, where they can be removed or crushed 
daily. 

4. If spraying is necessary, the safest material 
is the biological insecticide, Bacillus 
thuringiensis ("B.t.", commercially labeled 
Thuricide, Dipel or Biotrol). B.t. works 
well if applied when the caterpillars are 
small and actively feeding. When caterpillars 
are older, it may be necessary to use some 
other type of insecticide. A commercial mixture 
of pyrethrum-rotenone or of a new synthetic 
pyrethroid (Resmethrin) can be used. Although 
these may kill beneficial insects, they break 
down in a matter of hours of days, and are rela¬ 
tively safe to warm-blooded animals. 

Says Dr. Hitchcock, "While nobody likes these hungry, 
hairy caterpillars,they have been in our state for seventy 
years and are here to stay. Try to remember that peak 
caterpillar population levels are a temporary, if unplea! 
ant occurrence and will usually subside naturally, if 
left alone." 

Further information on the gypsy moth and its control is 
available from DEP's Pesticide Compliance Unit, Room G- 

LICENSE TO SPRAY 

The Pesticide Compliance Unit, working with the Cooper 
ative Extension Service, has completed a five-week course* 
for landscape gardeners, turf maintainers, and other pro 
fessional pesticide users, to update these professionals 
on new pesticides and their safe use. Protection of hum 
pets and the environment was emphasized. This fall, 
pesticide applicators will have to meet new, strengthened 
standards as part of a state relicensing program which will 
require all professional pesticide users to hold a DEP- 
issued license. The new program is mandated by 1973 
state legislation passed in response to the Federal Envir 
onmental Pesticide Control Act of 1972. Presently, only' 
owners and supervisors of firms using pesticides need 
such licenses. 
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TRANSPORTATION CONTROLS IN HARTFORD 



Several public workshops to consider possible elements 
of a transportation control strategy for the Hartford re¬ 
gion are being held throughout the Greater Hartford area 
as this newsletter goes to press. 

The GCA Corporation, an EPA-funded consultant on the 
issue, has completed a preliminary analysis of the possible 

[ optional transportation strategies, and these options will 
be discussed at the workshops. After extensive public 
debate - it is hoped the workshops will be attended by 
many people - the Departments of Environmental Protection, 
Transportation and Finance and Control will prepare a 
proposed transportation strategy plan, which will also be 
subject to intense public discussion. 

A listing of some of the possible options identified 
by GCA appears below to give readers an idea of the kinds 
of options to be considered in forming a transportation 
plan. Again, these are not elements of a proposed plan, 
merely a listing of options. 

i I. Measures to Reduce Vehicle Miles of Travel and/or 
Improve Traffic Flow. 

1. Improved public transit 

a. Exclusive busways, high service frequency; compar¬ 
able fares and payment options with other transit 
service. 

b. Express bus service, increase in 
frequency, addition of new bus 


9. Parking management/regulation; e.g., reduce total 
long-term employee parking in Air Quality Study 
Area by 25 percent, through coordination of major 
employer parking, carpools, transit programs. 

10. Motorcycle limitations; e.g., place a ceiling on 
motorcycle registrations. 

11. Major transit improvements (long term): implementa¬ 
tion of Hartford Area Land Use/Transportation Study 
recommendations. 

12. Highway Network: scaling down of proposed new high¬ 
way construction to provide transit incentives and 
to complement proposed transit improvements. 

II. Inspection and Maintenance Program for In-Use Vehicles 
(Light Duty) 

III Vehicle Retrofit Device Installation, e.g. Vacuum 
Spark Advance Disconnect System (VSAD), airbleed to 
intake system, exhaust gas recirculation system with 
VSAD, oxidation catalyst system. 

Further information from DEP Air Compliance Unit, 566-2568. 


COMPLEX SOURCES 


"Complex source regulations will encourage communities 
and developers to use good planning and 
design practices to reduce congestion and 
thereby avoid air quality problems," said 
y" EPA Administrator Russell Train at a Febr- 


lines with associated parking lots. 

c. New and expanded commuter rail 
service. 

d. Local bus. demand-activated service, 
e.g. free, frequent downtown circu¬ 
lation system, dial-a-ride service. 



uary news conference during which he released 
the federal regulations. 

Regulations for complex sources in Con¬ 
necticut were drawn up by DEP, submitted to 
public hearing in August, revised in the 
light of testimony and approved by EPA 
recently. 


e. Capital and operating improvements, e.g. new buses, 
shelters, signs, priority signals, improved security, 
information, exclusive lanes, increased service. 

f. Fare rate changes, quantity discounts, credit card 
payment, employer subsidies, payroll deduction 
payment system, reduce fares to make public transit 
clearly the most economical mode of travel, free 
downtown service. 

2. Carpooling: some exclusive bus/carpool lanes, car- 
pool parking lots, centralized computer data bank 
for carpools, incentive programs through major em- 

^ ployers, preferential parking. 

3. Traffic engineering improvements, e.g. parking res¬ 
trictions in peak hours; reverse lane operations 
during commuter rush hours. 

4. Work schedule changes, e.g. stagger work hours and 
convert to four-day week where feasible. 

| 5. Ramp removal and metering. 

6. Toll removal on bridges. 

7. Bikeways and shelters development, e.g. construction 
of exclusive bicycle paths, provision of shelters 
with lock-ups. 

8. Delivery vans: prohibit commercial deliveries only 
in core areas during morning rush hours. 


In the state regulations, a complex source is defined 
as "any building, structure, facility, installation or 
combination thereof, that has or leads to associated 
activity as a result of which any air pollutant is or may 
be emitted. Complex sources include, but are not limited 
to: shopping centers; sport complexes; drive-in theaters 
or restaurants; parking lots or garages; residential, com¬ 
mercial, industrial or institutional buildings or develop¬ 
ments; amusement parks and other recreational areas; 
highways, airports and combinations thereof." 

The complex sources for which a construction permit 
will be required are these which will or may result 
directly or indirectly in aggregate total emissions of 
air pollutants in excess of 50 tons annually. The permits 
will be required beginning June 1, 1974. 

As of January 1, 1975, permits may also be required for 
construction or modification of a complex source which may 
result in a substantial reduction in the quality of the 
air. "Substantial reduction" is defined as "any increase 
in the ambient pollutant concentration in excess of 50% of 
the amount determined by subtracting the existing ambient 
air pollutant concentration from the applicable ambient 
air quality standard." The Commissioner may specify a 
percentage smaller than 50%. 

Construction permits will be granted if, 1. the Com¬ 
missioner finds the source will be operated in accordance 
with all applicable statutes or regulations, 2. operation 
of the source will not prevent or interfere with attain- 





ment or maintenance of any applicable ambient air quality 
standard, 3. the source will contain such instrumentation 
or facilities for monitoring air quality as the Commis¬ 
sioner may reasonably require, 4. determination is made 
that such source will not result in deterioration of the 
air quality in 1975 or later in any region or sub-region 
of the state. 

The Commissioner must submit a copy of the application 
for a complex source construction permit, along with 
his evaluation and analysis, to any affected town or 
its designated agency for review. He may assist the 
town in formulating a plan for development of air resource 
allocation to allow the town to maximize the benefits of 
the utilization of the air resource, and he may evaluate 
the effect of the proposed construction or modification 
upon any plan for development or plan for resource 
allocation proposed by the town. 

The regulations also specify procedures for hearings, 
public information and aggrieved parties. 

The complete text of the complex source regulations 
is available from the Air Compliance Unit at the address 
on the masthead; specific information on them is available 
from the Air Quality Office, 566-2267. DEP will be 
issuing detailed state complex source guidelines in 
the near future. 


COMPLEX SOURCE DATA - VOLUNTEERS NEEDED 


DEP's Air Compliance Unit needs volunteers and their 
automobiles for a study designed to determine the carbon 
monoxide emissions from rows of idling cars. Data from 
the study will help DEP engineers design appropriate per¬ 
mits for those complex sources which will cause increases 
in vehicle travel on existing roads. 

The proposed review process for such sources will 
evaluate the facility at those points where a violation 
of the existing standards is most probable. For carbon 
monoxide, the points will occur at entrances and exits 
to the facility, and at major vehicle intersections in 
the area serviced by the facility. 

To determine the effect of auto emissions on air 
quality of any area, the peak hourly traffic, average 
daily traffic and peak buildup of idling cars must be 
known. Computer models will be used to evaluate the 
impact of emissions on the quality of the air. 

At the present time, models are available to evaluate 
the average traffic situation when the cars are moving at 
a constant speed. The tests for which DEP seeks volun¬ 
teers will provide data to calibrate a model for the 
idling cars. 

20 - 30 similar cars must be found to participate in 
the test. The cars must be available for 5 or 6 days of 
testing which may spread over 2 or 3 weeks depending on 
the weather (the tests cannot be conducted on windy or 
rainy days). The Air Compliance Unit hopes that one of 
the public spirited companies in the area will volunteer 
gas and either company or employees' cars for the tests. 

Any interested group should contact either John 
Hanisch or William Turetsky of DEP Air Compliance Unit 
at 566-2690. 


IN THE PAST MONTH.... 


REMEMBER THE ENERGY CRISIS? 

There are indications that the energy crisis is easing, 
up — but it is not going to disappear, said DEP Commis¬ 
sioner Costle in a recent speech. "Supplies of gasoline 
and home heating oil may once again be readily available 
to Americans, but the real energy crisis is our country s 
constantly increasing appetite for ever more energy -- an, 
appetite that doubles every 10 years. This crisis will ; 
continue until we develop a rational energy policy and nq 
energy sources that waste fewer resources and cause less 
pollution." 

Don't assume that, because lines at gas stations have 
thinned, our problems are solved. Continue to conserve: 


HIGH SULFUR FUEL VARIANCE TERMINATED 


Eckardt Beck, DEP Deputy Commissioner for Environmental! 
Quality, has ordered the Northeast Utilities Service 
Company to return to use of clean, low sulfur oil for 
electric power generation, but allowed them to burn exist* 
ing supplies of high sulfur fuel during the next 60 to « 
90 days. 

Deputy Coimissioner Beck was hearing officer for North 
east's request for an extension on the air pollution var*l 
iance request he granted under strict conditions in NoveJr 
ber (see December Citizens' Bulletin). In denying the j 
variance request he said "With the end of th Arab oil 
embargo, low sulfur oil conforming to our clean air stan^ 
dard of .5 % sulfur is again available. Clearly, it wouw 
be unfair to ask our citizens to bear the health burden of 
long-term burning of high sulfur fuel. Just as clearly, 
it would be unfair not to allow the utility to utilize 
its existing stores of these fuels. 

"As far as the use of coal is concerned, the utility ] 
has expressed fear that the Federal Energy Office in 
Washington will take a dim view of reconverting coal 
burning facilities to oil burning ones. 

"At the moment, however, there is no firm federal 
policy concerning the conversion of existing oil burning 
facilities to coal burning facilities. Congress address^ 
such a policy in an act vetoed by the President, but sinci 
then there has been no new legislation", he said. 

"Against this record, it is too much to ask the citiz^ 
of Connecticut to continue to bear the costs of federal [ 
indecision. The citizens of this state, and of New Engla 
in general, have been enduring their fair share of reduci 
energy and increased air pollution. 

"Indeed, because of their conservation efforts, an 
unusually mild winter, and the conscientious operations 
policies of Northeast, the air pollution’impacts of the: 
winter sulfur variance have been minimized. Fortunately^ 
the burden of reduced energy is now easing - at least for 
the residual oils needed for power generation. In the 
absence of a federal mandate to the contrary, it is time^ 
to lift the burden of increased air pollution as well. 

"Finally, in the event that conversion does become a 
federal mandate, the modest cost of reconverting, as neo 
sary, the Middletown and Montville facilities does not 
impose an unreasonable burden on the applicants," 




The utility will have 60 days to burn existing stocks 
of high sulfur coal in Middletown, 90 days to burn existing 
stocks of coal in Montville, and 60 days to burn high sul¬ 
fur oil throughout the Northeast system in Connecticut. 


OPEN BURNING OFFICIALS 

One hundred fourteen people have been certified as 
Open Burning Officials in Connecticut by DEP. 

The officials were certified upon completion of a 
course conducted across the state for local Open Burning 
Officials by the Air Compliance Unit, The objective of 
the course was to provide a comprehensive understanding 
of the DEP open burning guidelines, of the Open Burning 
Official's scope of authority and of the procedures for 
evaluating and issuing burning certificates. 

Open burning is a violation of state law unless 
authorized in writing by a certified Open Burning Official 
or by DEP. 

Local Open Burning Officials may 
consider applications for the follow¬ 
ing types of burning: 

1. Training in Fire Fighting met- jrtj&P 

hods, but not to include burn- r <- 

ing a structure. —- 

2. Destruction of identified, bona 
fide disease or pests. 

3. Small amounts of residential 
garden cleanings, but not leaves 
or grass. 

Ht? - 

4. Vegetation management, such as , y " 

blueberry patches, dead rasp- 

berry stalks and apple orchard ,, \ / 

prunings. ^ *' 

«'* y ' 

Applications for all other types 
of burning must be evaluated and v ■ 

authorized by DEP. For convenience, 
the applications may be transmitted 
through the local Open Burning Official. 

Open Burning creates air pollution and can cause a 
hazard. Therefore, all available alternatives should be 
considered before applying for an open burning certifi¬ 
cate. 

Because of high levels of pollution in the following 
towns, open burning cannot be authorized by local Open 
Burning Officials or by DEP for any purpose: Ansonia, 
Darien, Derby, East Hartford, Greenwich, Hamden, Hartford. 
Milford, New Britain, New Haven, Newington, Seymour, 
Shelton, Stamford, Waterbury and Wolcott. 

A list of open burning officials, their addresses and 
phone numbers, is available from DEP 1 s Air Compliance 
Unit. 


lems of the landfill with city officials, we have deter¬ 
mined the city must locate and begin using a new site. 

The move to the new site must be made well in advance 
of the April 15 deadline, so that the old site can be 
properly covered, closed, and vented to prevent build¬ 
up of gases produced by decomposing garbage. 

"We have taken this action," he said, "because the 
current landfill has become a health and environmental 
hazard. 

An extensive engineering report has been conducted and 
indicates the landfill is polluting ground and surface 
waters in the area and has built up quantities of gases 
beneath the surface. 

"These problems stem from the history of disposal at 
the site, the hydrogeologic setting of the site, and 
current operational procedures. 

"The disposal history and hydrogeologic setting are 
related. For years, until the late 1960's, the site 
was operated as an open face dump. Open burning and 

uncovered refuse were common. Solid 
wastes, liquids, industrial wastes, 
i&s and fly ash were deposited in an on- 

seVT ' site wetland as a reclamation 

measure -- standard practice at the 
'TV time. We now know of the tremendous¬ 

ly toxic effects of leachates, chemical 
_ ^ byproducts formed by decomposing 

$ - garbage, and their impairment of water 

quality. As a result, we no longer 
permit solid waste disposal in wet 
areas", he said. 

"Due to years of dumping in the 
K wetland, the groundwater level has 

\ -■ been raised, and large volumes of 

%. saturated refuse now rest below the 

new water level. 


"Unfortunately, the present 
operation of the site maintains the 
water table at this artificially 
high level. Improper grading and 
failure to apply daily cover has 
resulted in the formation of stand- 
and excessive seepage of this water 


ing pools of water 
into the refuse. 


MILFORD LANDFILL 

DEP Commissioner Costle has directed the City of 
Milford to close the city landfill off East Broadway no 
later than April 15, 1975. 


"The area also harbors rodents, which thrive in un¬ 
covered, unshredded refuse on the perimeter of the site. 
Excessive, windblown litter is also a problem. 

"Many of these problems were suspected early in 1972, 
but they could not be confirmed and evaluated without 
a detailed hydrogeologic study. This study was conducted 
by the engineering firm of Geraghty and Miller and a 
draft report was completed in December, 1973. The report 
documented the existence of extensive ground and surface 
water contaminated by leachate and the presence of 
high levels of methane gas. 

"To close this site, Milford must do the following: 

1. Improve surface drainage around the site. 

2. Grade the surface to prevent ponding and to promote 
maximum runoff. 

3. Cover the entire landfill surface with two feet 
of compacted earth. 


Commissioner Costle said, "After negotiating the prob- 


4. Seed the surface with a good vegetative cover. 


5. Vent the landfill to prevent buildup of decompos¬ 
ing gases. 

"Milford is certainly not alone in facing up to dif¬ 
ficult solid waste disposal problems". Commissioner 
Costle said. He noted that there are 143 landfills serving 
Connecticut's 169 municipalities. Since October 29. 

1973, all of these landfills have been inspected, he 
said, and to date, "most of the municipalities have de¬ 
monstrated their good faith by negotiating consent 
agreements with the DEP Office of Solid Waste Management. 
Many of these agreements involve closing the existing 
facility and locating a viable alternative within a given 
time frame. To date at least five of the municipalities 
are solving their problem by relocation and it is evident 
that others will also need to relocate. 


FISHING 


The 1974 Connecticut fishing season opens at 6 a.m., 
April 20. 

Congamond Lakes and Hamilton Reservoir on the 
Connecticut-Massachusetts border and Keach Pond on the 
Connecticut-Rhode Island border open on April 13. 

These border waters are mainly within the boundaries of 
Massachusetts and Rhode Island and are governed by the 
regulations of those states. 

This year, the department will stock more than 800,000 
catchable trout. Approximately 50 - 60 per cent of 
these fish will be stocked before opening day. The 
remainder will be stocked during the early season but 
prior to June 1. 

Many of the brown trout stocked this year out of the 
Department's Quinebaug Hatchery will be somewhat smaller 
than usual. 

Quinebaug is a completely disease free hatchery and 
only certified disease free fish eggs will be accepted 
at this installation. In the fall of 1972 the only 
disease free brown trout eggs available were from late 
spawning fish. This resulted in the loss of six to 
eight weeks of growing time, and there is simply no 
way to make up this lost growth. This hatchery now 
maintains its own brood stock from which early eggs can 
be obtained, and the brown trout produced at Quinebaug 
in succeeding years will be considerably larger. 

Sturtevants Pond (Fly Pond) in Stafford will not be 
open to the public this year. The department was 
unable to renew the lease on this very popular fly 
fishing pond and, as a result, it will not be stocked 
this year and will not be available for fishing. 

According to Deputy Commissioner Bampton, the 
outlook for the 1974 fishing season is excellent, and 
trout fishing should be even better than last year. 




Water^ujj^l^^tud^ 

A new federal/state study to determine the water 
yielding capacity of the most productive aquifers 
(underground sand and gravel deposits) in the 
Quinnipiac River watershed is beginning. 

Hydrologists R. L. Melvin and F.P. Haeni of the 
U.S. Geological Survey (USGS), Department of the 
Interior, are undertaking a four year investigation 
of the groundwater resources in approximately 30 towns 
in the Quinnipiac watershed from Bristol to New Haven. 

Most of the towns in the study area will have 
need for additional water supplies in the future. 

The federal hydrologists will be drilling explora¬ 
tory test holes in the most promising sites along 
the Quinnipiac, Pequabuck and other large streams in 
the area. The information obtained at each test 
hole will be combined with existing data to deter¬ 
mine the long-term yield of the aquifers and predict 
the hydrologic effects of various water management 
plans. 

The study results will give public agencies 
responsible for water resources planning and 
management better tools for making decisions on water 
development proposals. 

Much of the success of the study will depend upon 
information furnished by water users, and area resi¬ 
dents are urged to cooperate with the study team in 
its research effort. 








The costs of the study are shared by DEP and USGS. 
The results will be published by DEP. 




Recen^ - PubJJ i cati£nwi vail able from DEP, Room 110, address 
on masthead unless otherwise noted. 

Complex Source Regulations , from Air Compliance, 

Room 188. 

List of Open Burning Officials from Air Compliance 
Room 188. 

Optional Transportation Studies GCA Technology 
Corporation preliminary report listing options 
for a transportation strategy. From Air Com¬ 
pliance, Room 188, 566-2568 
Pesticides (available from DEP Pesticide Unit, 

Room G-3A) 

Carpenter Ants - their habits, and control 
The Connecticut Pesticide Control Act - What It Means 
For 

- the pesticide dealer 

- the commercial applicator, pest control operator,f 
arborist, and custom ground operator 
the farmer, orchardist, nurseryman, greenhouse 
operator 

(The above are three separate sheets) 

Mosquitoes 

Natural Insecticides for Use Around the Home 
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PROPOSED BILLS OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERN 


I The following bills of concern to environmentalists 
have been raised since the last newsletter; this list, 
taken with the one published in the March Bulletin 
should give a fairly complete listing of environ¬ 
mentally-related bills considered in this session. 

Little attempt has been made to indicate bill status, 
as such is constantly changing at this time. 

Information on bill status is available from the 
Information Center of the General Assembly, Room 207B, 
State Capitol, 566-7050. Copies are available from 
;the bill room on the first floor of the Capitol, or 
perhaps through your local legislator. 

For information on committee meetings, which are 
open to the public, call the League of Women Voters' 
information booth, 566-3662. 

AGRICULTURE 


I : H.B. No. 5680. AN ACT CONCERNING AN APPROPRIATION 
FOR PREMIUM AWARDS FOR CONNECTICUT AGRICULTURAL 
FAIRS, to provide an appropriation for reimbursement 
to certain agricultural societies for premium awards 
at agricultural fairs. APPROPRIATIONS 

ANIMALS 

H.B. No. 79. RESOLUTION MEMORIALIZING CONGRESS 
TO SUPPORT A TEN YEAR MORATORIUM ON THE KILLING OF 
ALL SPECIES OF WHALES. GOVERNMENT ADMINISTRATION 
AND POLICY. 

H. B. 5761. AN ACT CONCERNING ESTABLISHMENT OF A 
| BREEDER'S FUND, to promote improvement in the breed- 
; ing of quality horses and other horse activities in 
; Connecticut by authorizing the use of twenty-five 

! per cent of the breakage fund from pari-mutuel on-track 
and off-track betting plus the monies from unclaimed 
i tickets for cash awards for the breeders of 
: Connecticut-bred horses and for such specified 
i purposes as effectively encourage such improvement. 
ENVIRONMENT 

APPROPRIATIONS 

S.B. 315. AN ACT CONCERNING APPROPRIATIONS FOR 
THE EXPENSES OF THE STATE FOR FISCAL PERIOD ENDING 
| JUNE 30, 1975. Itemizes appropriations in the budget. 
APPROPRIATIONS 

| S.B. 320. AN ACT CONCERNING THE ALLOTMENT OF 
APPROPRIATED FUNDS, to provide for legislative over¬ 
view and approval in the reduction of agency allot¬ 
ments of appropriated funds in case of a forecasted 
deficit and to exempt the legislative and judicial 
branches of state government from executive reduction 
of their allotment. APPROPRIATIONS 

S.B. 393. AN ACT CONCERNING THE SUBMISSION OF 
AGENCY BUDGET REQUESTS, to provide that the legislature 
'receive copies of the agency budget request. 
APPROPRIATIONS 

H.B. 5626. Additions to fiscal 74-75 appropriations. 
APPROPRIATIONS 

H.B. 5709. Same as S.B. 315. 

BOATING 

H.B. No. 5706. AN ACT CONCERNING MOTORBOAT DEALER 
REGISTRATION, to require that marine dealers file a 
sworn statement attesting to the fact that they are 
engaged in the marine business and their location; 
to allow repair marinas to obtain dealer nunters; 


and to provide for a uniform automatic date of renewal 
of marine dealer numbers. ENVIRONMENT 

CANS 

H.B. No. 5739. AN ACT CONCERNING A BAN ON PULL-TOP 
CANS, to prohibit the sale of detachable cap beverage 
cans in this state. ENVIRONMENT 

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTICN 

H.B. No. 5760. AN ACT CONCERNING ENFORCEMENT POWERS 
OF CONSERVATION OFFICERS AND PATROLMEN, to consolidate 
the classes of conservation officers and to specifically 
define their powers. ENVIRONMENT 

DETERGENTS 

H.B. No. 5736. AN ACT CONCERNING THE CONTROL OF THE 
DISCHARGE OF PHOSPHATES AND OTHER AQUATIC PLANT NUTRIENTS 
TO THE INLAND WATERS OF THE STATE, to implement recommen¬ 
dations of the Department of Environmental Protection 
resulting from the study and report required by 
public act 73-192 on phosphate detergents and their 
substitutes. ENVIRONMENT 

ENERGY 

H.B. 63. RESOLUTION MEMORIALIZING THE CONGRESS OF 
THE UNITED STATES TO APPROPRIATE MONEY FOR THE 
DICKEY-LINCOLN SCHOOL HYROELECTRIC POWER PROJECT. 
GOVERNMENT ADMINISTRATION AND POLICY 

H.B. 5053. AN ACT CONCERNING THE CONNECTICUT ENERGY 
BOARD, to establish a Connecticut Energy Board which 
will formulate a long-range energy program for the 
state. ENVIRONMENT 

H.B. 5763. AN ACT CONCERNING DISSEMINATION OF 
INFORMATION RELATING TO ENERGY EFFICIENCY, to gather 
and make available to the general public information 
concerning energy ccnsumption and energy efficiency of 
products sold in this state. ENVIRONMENT 

H.B. No. 5774. AN ACT CONCERNING ILLEGAL CREATION 
OF FUEL SHORTAGES, to make it a crime to create or 
threaten to create fuel shortages with the intent to 
raise fuel prices or affect competition and tc 
prov'dt for civil actions against such offenders. 
JUDICIARY 

FISHING AND SHELLFISH 

H.B. No. 5702. AN ACT MAKING AN APPROPRIATION FOR 
THE PURCHASE OF SEED ESCALLOPS, PROTECTION OF 
SEEDED AREAS AND POLICING OF THE HARVESTING OF CLAMS, 
to rebuild the escallop supply and to enforce 
restrictions against taking clams. ENVIRONMENT 

H.B. No. 5705. AN ACT CONCERNING USE OF OTTER OR 
BEAM TRAWLS IN NORTH COVE, to prohibit the use of 
otter or beam trawls in North Cove in Old Saybrook. 
ENVIRONMENT 

INFORMATION 

H.B. No. 5697. AN ACT CONCERNING AN APPROPRIATION 
FOR MEMBERS 01 GEFERAL ASSEMBLY TO PREPARE AND MAIL 
TO CONSTITUENTS A BRIEF REVIEW OF LEGISLATION WHEN 
SESSION ENDS. APPROPRIATIONS 

LAND 

S.B. No. 419. AN ACT ESTABLISHING AN EASTERN 
CONNECTICUT RURAL AND INDUSTRIAL AREAS PRESERVATION 
COMMISSION, to create a model program for the total 
environment of eastern Connecticut, to preserve its 
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historic heritage and its natural beauty. STATE AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT BOXED 

S.B. No. 420. AN ACT CONCERNING ESTABLISHING A LAND 
USE COMMISSION STATUTE, to establish a land use 
commission statute enabling local governments to 
establish such a commission. STATE AND URBAN DEVELOP¬ 
MENT 


LITIGATION 


S.B. No. 381. AN ACT CONCERNING THE PAYMENT OF COSTS 
OF LITIGATION IN ACTIONS BROUGHT FOR DEGRADATION OF THE 
ENVIRONMENT, to provide for the payment of the costs 
of litigations in actions brought for degradation 
of the environment in certain instances. ENVIRONMENT 
Boxed 


LAND - PLANNING AND ZONING 


LITTER 


H.B. No. 5745. AN ACT ALLOWING PLANNING AND ZONING 
ALTERNATES TO ATTEND MEETINGS AND EXECUTIVE SESSIONS, 
so they are available to serve as alternate; 
immediately. GOVERNMENT ADMINISTRATION AND POLICY 


S.B. No. 382. AN ACT CONCERNING LITTER CONTROL, to 
establish a state-wide anti-litter program. ENVIRONMENT 

LOBBYING 


LAND - STATE 

H.B. No. 5704. AN ACT CONCERNING THE ESTABLISHMENT 
OF WEST ROCK RIDGE STATE PARK, to provide the state 
and affected municipalities the opportunity to 
purchase lands within the bounds of the proposed 
West Rock Ridge State Park. ENVIRONMENT 

H.B. No. 5715. AN ACT CONCERNING THE PAVING AND 
IMPROVING OF ROADS AT CLARA O'SHEA STATE PARK, 
ENVIRONMENT 

H.B. No. 5759. AN ACT CONCERNING THE SURVEYING 
OF THE BOUNDARY OF STATE PARKS, to designate pre¬ 
cisely the state owned park boundary lines. ENVIRON¬ 
MENT 

LAND - TAXATION 

S.B. No. 113. AN ACT PROVIDING AID TO THE 
TOTALLY DISABLED FROM PROPERTY TAXES, to allow totally 
disabled persons a property tax exemption of one 
thousand dollars. FINANCE 

S.B. No. 156. AN ACT CONCERNING TAX BENEFITS FOR 
MUNICIPALITIES OPERATING RECREATIONAL, TOURIST AND 
CONVENTION FACILITIES, to provide funds for 
promoting conventions and tourist activities in the 
major cities of the state. FINANCE 

S.B. No. 438. AN ACT CONCERNING A HOMEOWNER'S PRO¬ 
PERTY TAX RELIEF PLAN PROVIDING DIRECT STATE 
REIMBURSEMENT FOR A PERCENTAGE OF LOCAL PROPERTY TAX, 
to provide direct property tax relief to each 
homeowner to help meet the rising costs associated 
with homeowning. Homeowners would receive reim¬ 
bursement from the state equal to ten per cent of local 
property taxes up to a maximum of seventy-five 
dollars per year. FINANCE 

S.B. No. 439. AN ACT CONCERNING A SYSTEM OF PRO¬ 
PERTY TAX RELIEF FOR REAL PROPERTY TAXPAYERS AND 
RENTERS OF ANY AGE SIMILAR TO THE STATE PROGRAM OF 
TAX RELIEF FOR ELDERLY PERSONS. FINANCE 

S.B. No. 445. AN ACT CONCERNING A RECAPTURE TAX TO 
BE APPLICABLE WITH RESPECT TO SALE OR CHANGE IN 
CLASSIFICATION OF LAND CLASSIFIED AS FARM, FOREST 
OR OPEN SPACE LAND, to provide for a tax within a 
certain period of time, upon the sale or change 
in classification of land classified as farm, 
forest or open space land, which tax shall be related 
to the amount of tax revenue which has been lost to the 
municipality as a result of the classification. Said 
tax shall be imposed when such classification is 
changed by the owner or by the sale of such land 
within a certain number of years following the date 
such classification became effective. FINANCE 


H.B. No. 5791. AN ACT CONCERNING DISCLOSURE OF 
LOBBYISTS. JUDICIARY 

REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCIES 


H.J. No. 105. RESOLUTION DIRECTING THE CONNECTICUT 
DELEGATION TO WASHINGTON TO ADVISE FEDERAL AGENCIES 
RE: UTILIZATION OF THE OPINIONS ISSUED BY REGIONAL 
PLANNING AUTHORITIES IN THE AREA OF FEDERAL GRANTS TO 
MUNICIPALITIES. FINANCE 

SEWAGE 


S.B. No. 437. AN ACT CONCERNING STATE GRANTS TO 
MUNICIPALITIES FOR THE OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF 
SEWAGE TREATMENT PLANTS, to provide for state grants 
approved by the commissioner of environmental 
protection for the operation and maintenance of 
sewage treatment plants. FINANCE 

SOIL & WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICTS 

H.B. No. 5703. AN ACT CONCERNING THE ESTABLISHMENT 
OF SOIL AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICTS, to authorize 
the commissioner of environmental protection to 
establish within the department soil and water 
districts. ENVIRONMENT 

H.J. 76,77,87. RESOLUTIONS CONFIRMING THE NOMINA¬ 
TION OF NICHOLAS A. PANUZIO, DANIEL SUDARSKY AND 
MALCOLM BALDRIGE TO BE DIRECTORS OF THE CONNECTICUT 
RESOURCES RECOVERY AUTHORITY. EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS 

SPECIAL PROJECTS 


H.B. No. 5707. AN ACT CONCERNING A GRANT FOR FLOOD 
CONTROL IN THE TOWN OF WATERTOWN, to provide funds 
to control the flood problem of Steel Brook. ENVIRONMEj 

H.B. Ho. 5708. AN ACT CONCERNING AN APPROPRIATION 
TO THE TOWN OF MIDDLEBURY C 0R FLOOD RELIEF. 
APPROPRIATION'S 

H.B. Mo. 5744. AN ACT CONCERNING THE TERMINATION 
OF THE FARMINGTON RIVER VALLEY FLOOD CONTROL COMMISSION 
to terminate the Farmington river valley flood control 
commission and all obligations and dutids thereof and 
to provide for a final report and redistribution of 
any funds remaining in the treasury. GOVERNMENT 
ADMINISTRATION AND POLICY 

H.B. No. 5762. AN ACT AUTHORIZING THE CONVEYANCE 
OF STATE LAND IN WINDHAM COUNTY, to convey to the 
Windham County 4-H Foundation a small piece of property] 
which divides two tracts of property already owned 
by the foundation. ENVIRONMENT 







TRANSPORTATION 

S.B. No. 370. AN ACT ESTABLISHING A CONNECTICUT 
TRANSPORTATION INSTITUTE, within the University 
of Connecticut. APPROPRIATIONS 

S.B. No. 396. AN ACT CONCERNING TRANSIT DISTRICTS, 
to provide for the method of creation of transit 
districts and establishing their methods of revenue 
raising. FINANCE 

S.B. No. 397. AN ACT CONCERNING THE FORMATION OF A 
GREATER HARTFORD TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY. TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

H.B. No. 5711. AN ACT CONCERNING THE CONSTRUCTION 
OF A PROPOSED BUSHNELL PARK CONNECTOR, to prevent 
unnecessary encroachment upon Bushnell Park and the 
state capitol, both of which have been designated as 
national landmarks. APPROPRIATIONS 

H.B. No. 5756. AN ACT CONCERNING STATE AID TO 
MUNICIPAL AIRPORTS, to provide annual state financial 
assistance for all municipal airports for the 
purposes of maintenance and personnel. TRANSPORTATION 

TRANSPORTATION - AUTOMOBILES 

H.B. No. 5109. AN ACT ESTABLISHING A MUNICIPAL 
MOTOR VEHICLE ROAD USE FEE, to impose a road use fee at 
the time of registration, excluding renewal, which 
fee would vary in proportion to the time interval 
between registration and the municipal assessment 
date. FINANCE 

H.B. No. 5717. AN ACT CONCERNING WIDTH AND LENGTH 
OF VEHICLES, to permit, and to exempt from the 
special permit requirement, the operation of vehicles 
in combination under certain conditions, in order 
to reduce the cost of transportation, in inter¬ 
state commerce and thereby enable Connecticut busi¬ 
ness and industry to compete more effectively with 
that in surrounding states and to attract new 
business to this state; and to reduce the cost of 
delivering cars in Connecticut by permitting auto¬ 
mobile transporters an additional five feet of load¬ 
ing capability, made necessary by increased car 
lengths, before requiring them to obtain a special 
permit. TRANSPORTATION 

H.B. No. 5718. AN ACT CONCERNING THE SOLICI - 
TATION OF RIDES IN MOTOR VEHICLES, to legalize 
hitchhiking in certain areas in accordance with 
regulations and safety standards prescribed by the 
state traffic commission. TRANSPORTATION 

H.B. No. 5737. AN ACT CONCERNING ABANDONED AUTO¬ 
MOBILES, to provide a means for disposal of 
abandoned automobiles and loss of license for anyone 
abandoning an automobile on a public road in 
Connecticut. ENVIRONMENT BOXED 

UTILITIES - RATES 

H.R. No. 32. RESOLUTION MEMORIALIZING CONGRESS TO 
PROVIDE FOR THE FUEL COST ADJUSTMENT ON UTILITY BILLS 
TO BE DEDUCTED ON FEDERAL INCOME TAX FORMS. 

GOVERNMENT ADMINISTRATION AND POLICY 

S.B. No. 444. AN ACT CONCERNING AN EXCESS 
PROFITS TAX OR SURTAX ON CERTAIN EXCESS INCOME OF 
OIL COMPANIES ENGAGED IN PRODUCING, REFINING OR 
MANUFACTURING GASOLINE, which surtax would be applied 
to that amount of net income subject to tax in 
Connecticut which exceeds the average annual net 
income for the income years 1967 through 1972. The 


rate of surtax applied to such excess income would 
be one-half the rate of tax on net income in the 
corporation business tax. FINANCE 

H.B. No. 5187. AN ACT ELIMINATING TAXES FOR 
MUNICIPAL ELECTRIC COMPANIES, to eliminate the gross 
earnings taxes on municipal electric and gas 
companies. FINANCE 

H.B. No. 5738. AN ACT CONCERNING COST JUSTIFI¬ 
CATION FOR UTILITY RATE STRUCTURES, to insure that 
public service companies, producing gas and 
electricity charge rates which are cost justified. 
ENVIRONMENT 

WATER 

S.B. 352. AN ACT CONCERNING ASSESSMENT OF BENEFITS 
FOR WATER MAIN INSTALLATIONS, to permit the town 
to determine whether or not to assess property owners 
who are not at fault for waterlines. JUDICIARY 

S.B. No. 380. AN ACT CREATING A STATE WATER AGENCY, 
to establish a state water agency because small 
water utilities have had ard are continuing to have 
constant problems in the operation of their companies, 
in most cases, due almost entirely to their lack 
of technical knowledge, and available capital for 
good operation, improvements and expansion. The reason 
almost always is the lack of sufficient number of 
customers. The present means of supply of water 
to the people of the State of Connecticut, by small 
water utilities, is less than adequate. The proposed 
act is intended to alleviate the problems 
associated with small utility operation. The intention 
of the act is to provide better water service, 
better quality water, at reasonable rates through 
the means of common operation, good administration, 
adequate budgets, and qualified technical personnel. 
GENERAL LAW BOXED 

WETLANDS 

S.B. No. 362. AN ACT CONCERNING REVALUATION OF 
PROPERTY WITHIN THE TIDAL WETLAND. ENVIRONMENT 

S.B. No. 363. AN ACT CONCERNING REVISION OF THE 
BOUNDARY LINES OF THE TIDAL WETLAND, to allow the 
commissioner of environmental protection to inventory 
tidal wetlands and make necessary revisions or 
corrections in the boundary line. ENVIRONMENT 

S.B. No. 364. AN ACT CONCERNING APPOINTMENT OF 
MEMBERS AND THE DISQUALIFICATION OF MEMBERS OF LOCAL 
INLAND WFTLAND AGENCIES, to allow local inland wetland 
agencies to establish procedures for appointing 
alternate members and for disqualifying members and 
and alternate members from participating in 
decisions in whieh they have a financial or personal 
interest. ENVIRONMENT 

B^^^hkjWjavgbeeiTboxgd are so noted in the above 
list. The following additional bills described in 
the March issue were boxed at the time this newsletter 
went to press. 

S.B. 141. Exemption from boat registration fee for 
the elderly. 

S.B. 190. Referendum on additional sales tax for 
preservation of open space. 

S.B. 230. Amending the composition of the Indian 
Affairs Council. Is now H.B. 5507 

S.B. 261. Requiring DEP to provide fiscal and 
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budgeting services needed by the PFEC. 

S.B. 361. Prohibiting hunting on Gray's Creek. 

H.B. 5136. Permitting state reimbursement for 
municipal operation of police boat controls. 

H.B. 5306. Requiring the PUC to hold a public 
hearing prior to rate increases of public service 
company. 


H.B. 5350. Establishing a fund to compensate 
property owners of certain tidal wetlands. 

H.B. 5547. Limiting the amount of plant assets to 
be acquired by a public service company without prior 
approval of the PUC. 

H.B. 5548. Increasing the PUC membership from 
three to five. 


CALENDAR - Public hearings, d^adlj£i£s_fo£_coriTient^ 

notewortR7"3aTe?T“”^“^^^^ 

Hearings may be rescheduled, or planned too late for 
the Bulletin publication date; this does not, therefore, 
pretend to be a complete or official list. It is 
wise to call and check scheduling before attending a 
hearing; for details call 566-3489 or number listed. 

Some hearings may be completed before you receive this 
Bulletin; they are included to provide a continuous 
record of department activities. 


April 5 - in a.n. Hearing on application of Wesleyan 

University to construct a new source of air pollution 
which will emit over 100 tons of air pollutants 
annually. ROOM 221, STATE OFFICE BUILDING, HARTFORD. 


April 8-10 a.m. Hearing on application of the Town 
of Old Lyme to discharge 10,000 gallons per month 
of treated septic wastewaters to the groundwater 
in the watershed of the Four Mile River. Proposed 
permit available from Director, DEP, Water Com¬ 
pliance, ROOM 129, STATE OFFICE BUILDING, HARTFORD. 


April 9-10 a.m. Hearing on proposed amendment to 
the Connecticut Air Quality Implementation Plan, 
to designate as Air Quality Maintenance Areas 
(AQMA's) those areas which will not maintain a 
National Ambient Air Quality Standard (NAAQS) within 
the ten year period from May 31, 1975 - 1985. 
Strategies to maintain NAAQS for these areas must 
be devised by June 18, 1975. 

April 15 - Deadline for comment on application of E.Surf/ 
Bermuda Syndicate to construct and maintain floats 
and two piers at the basin in Westport. Information 
from 566-5308. 


April 15 - 10 a.m. Pre-hearing conference re appeal of 
Solvents Recovery Systems of New England, Inc. 
to Comnissioner's intent to revoke certificate 
to operate, and Commissioner's order to install 
control equipment. Any petition for intervention 
must be filed prior to the date of the pre-hearing 
conference. ROOM 155, STATE OFFICE BUILDING, HARTFORD. 


April 18 - 10 a.m. Hearing on application of Combustion 
Engineering, Inc. to construct a new source of 
air pollution which will emit over 100 tons of air 
pollutants annually.ROOM 221, STATE OFFICE BUILDING 

April 19 - Deadline for comments on application of 
White Sands Beach Association to complete and 
maintain a stone groin in Long Island Sound at the 
westerly end of Seaside Avenue in Old Lyme. Information 
from 566-5308. 


April 22 - Annual meeting of Connecticut Forest and 
Park Association, focusing on utility company 
lands and implementation of conservation and 
environmental planning at the local level. Open 
to the public; information from CFPA, Box 389, 

East Hartford 06108. 

April 22 - 7:30 p.m. Hearing on application of Frank 
Evers to conduct a regulated activity in a wetland, 
and erect a structure in tidal, coastal or navi¬ 
gable waters - to install and maintain a pier and 
float in Ecological Unit 3, Subdivision 1, 
extending into the Goodwives River in Darien. 

All related documents on view in DEP, ROOM 201, 
MIDDLESEX JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL, DARIEN. 
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April 23 - 8:30 - 1:30. The People's Role in 

Pollution Control .Conference sponsored by a number 
of Connecticut organizations, concentrating on 
Connecticut's response to the 1972 Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act Amendments. History 
of the Act, EPA and DEP roles in implementing, 
economics of pollution control, citizen involvement 
in implementation. Further information from 
Thames Science Center, New London 442-0391; 

Nature Center/Youth Museum, Westport 227-7253. 
CONNECTICUT COLLEGE, NEW LONDON. 

April 26-8:30-1:30 Same as April 23 
SHOWBOAT MOTEL - GREENWICH. 

April 26 - 10 a.m. Hearing on application of Town of 
Canaan to discharge leachate from a sanitary landfill 
into the groundwaters in the watershed of the 
Hollenbeck River in Canaan. Proposed permit avail- i 
able from Director, DEP, Water Compliance. ROOM 129, 
STATE OFFICE BUILDING, HARTFORD. 

April 26 - 11 a.m. Hearing on application of Pasquale 
Camputaro to discharge treated wastewater.(Seepage 
from lagoons) into groundwaters in the water¬ 
shed of the Quinebaug River in Griswold. Proposed 
permit available from Director, DEP, Water Com¬ 
pliance, ROOM 129, STATE OFFICE BUILDING, HARTFORD. 

April 30-9 a.m. - 4 p.m. Media Conference sponsored 
by DEP and the Institute of Public Service on 
environmental issues and DEP activities. Designed 
for the media; public welcome. Speakers: EPA- 
Clifford Smith, DEP-Commissioner Costle, Connecti¬ 
cut Conservation Association Editor-Dallas Miner; 

DEP program heads of Water Compliance, Inland 
Wetlands, Air Pollution, Solid Waste. 

May 3- Deadline for comment on application of J. 

Gordon Lippincott to replace and maintain mooring 
piles in the East Haven River. Information from 
566-4147. 

May 6 - 7:30 p.m. Hearing to establish the bounds 

of the wetlands in Ecological Unit 51, Subdivision , 
3 in Lyme and Old Lyme. Copies of maps showing the 
propnse H boundaries and the biological report 
may be inspected at the Town Hall in Lyme and 
Old Lyme. a DEP representative will be at the 
Lyme Town Hall May 6 from 9-12, 1-4 to answer 
questions. LYME TOWN HALL, ROUTE 156. 
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INLAND WETLANDS WORKSHOPS 

May 13 4 - 9 p.m. four-part workshop sponsored by the 
Connecticut Inland Wetlands Project. 1. drafting 
regulations 2. applications and decision making 
3. wetland functions 4. mapping and resolution 
of boundary problems. Each person will be able 
to attend two of the four workshops. $5 registration 
fee includes dinner and materials. For reservation 
call 347-1100 or write Box 124, Middletown, Conn. 
06457 YALE UNIVERSITY, NEW HAVEN. 


May 14 same as 13th COAST GUARD ACADEMY, NEW LONDON 
MAY 15 same as 13th TRINITY COLLEGE, HARTFORD 
May 16 same as 13th UNIVERSITY OF BRIDGEPORT 
I "In wildness is the Preservation of the World"... 

At least two Connecticut educational institutions 
are offering courses for participants to learn about 
as well as enjoy wilderness areas. 


An environmentalist is a person concerned with 
the degradation of the environment (those employed 
in the field or formally educated in environmental 
sciences really qualify, but we won't draw too fine 
a line, given the way the battle is going). 

One does not fight to save "the ecology," one fights 
to save the environment. A person who starts a local 
recycling project is not an ecologist, though he 
may be an environmentalist if he is doing so to 
reduce landfill, avoid water pollution or ease the 
energy crisis, and understands what he is doing. 

Any person working to preserve and maintain environ¬ 
mental quality is blessed, and in the end - what's 
in a name? Nonetheless a little rhetorical 
responsibility would be appreciated - after all, an 
ecologist has to spend many years getting a degree 
to qualify for the name.' 


REAP, FIP 


Eastern Connecticut State College is offering, from 
August 10th to 25th, a course in Boreal Forest 
Ecology taught by Drs. William Jahoda and Barry Wulff. 
In-depth field instruction in the structure and function 
» of wilderness ecological systems will be given in 

Quebec's 3,400 square mile Chibougamau Reserve. 3 hours 
graduate credit given, undergrad credit available; 
for further information contact Dr. Barry Wulff, Dept, 
of Biology, ECSC, Willimantic, Connecticut 06226 
(423-4581 x 215). 

Closer to home, Environmental Centers, Inc. is 
offering a series of programs and adventures collectively 
titled The Way to the Wilderness . The series runs 
year round, includes all types and levels of canoeing 
and kayaking with trips on various stretches of the 
Connecticut River from Vermont to the Soundp; backpacking 
and camping, wilderness walking, bicycling, ski-touring, 
snowshoeing, winter camping, plus courses on edible 
J wild foods, map and compass use, solo wilderness sur¬ 
vival and outward bound "mini courses." Many courses 
will include a variety of trips throughout the North¬ 
east. Chart your own course - write for a detailed 
schedule from Environmental Centers, Inc., 950 Trout 
Brook Drive, West Hartford, Conn. 06119 - 236-2961. 


A Rose by Any Other Name... 

One of those insidious movements by which one word 
becomes improperly substituted for another is afoot in 
the land. You hear the misuse from the lips of the man 
in the street, from the New York Times - yes, from 
Walter Cronkite himself. It could be a losing battle 
but herewith an attempt to fight the good fight. 

The word "ecology" is not synonymous with the word 
"environment". Ecology, ftichnically "eco" from the 
Greek word for house, and "logy" from the Greek for 
science) is "the interrelationships of living things 
to one another and to their environment, or the study 
of such interrelationships." Environment is "the sum 
of all external conditions and influences affecting 
the life, development and, ultimately, the survival 
of an organism. (Both definitions from the EPA glossary 
of Common Environmental Terms.) 

An ecologist has a degree in the science of ecology. 


Private owners of forest land in Connecticut may be 
eligible for federal cost sharing in their planting 
and maintenance programs. 

The 1973 Agriculture and Consumer Protection Act 
authorized establishment of a Rural Environmental 
Conservation Program to provide cost sharing for 
soil and water conservation, pollution abatement, 
timber production and other purposes. Two distinct 
programs to provide cost sharing for forestry 
practices are administered under the act. 

FIP - the Forestry Incentives Program - is a 
specialized program focused on increasing timber 
production in areas where the potential for such is 
high. Only qualified counties with good timber 
sites are eligible for FIP money - in Connecticut all 
counties qualify. Only two forestry practices - 
tree planting and timber stand improvement - are 
eligible under FIP, and the landowner must have a 
forestry managment plan to qualify. FIP funds may 
not be used on tracts larger than 500 acres. 

The law authorizing FIP requires that use of 
private agencies and consulting foresters be en¬ 
couraged. In Connecticut the private sector and 
the state and regional foresters are working closely 
on the program, and landowners are urged to contact 
private foresters if they wish to participate in 
either FIP or REAP. 

REAP - the Rural Environmental Assistance Program - 
has a more general conservation purpose than FIP, 
providing for cost sharing of forestry practices but 
also emphasizing resource conservation values and 
activities such as construction of fire ponds and 
roads. Land which may lack sufficient potential 
to grow and produce quality timber may still be 
eligible for REAP funds, where FIP cost sharing 
would be ruled out. Any Connecticut landowner may 
quality for REAP funds; applications are approved by 
a committee of local people in each county. 

Further, detailed information is available from 
private consulting foresters (list available from 
the State Forester's office, DEP, Room 259, 566-5348), 
from the State Forester's office, or from DEP's 
regional foresters located at 
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Region 

1 

P. 0. Box 161 

Pleasant Valley 06063 

379-0771 

Region 

2 

Judd Hill Road 
Middlebury 06762 

758-1753 

Region 

3 

RR2, Box 150A 

East Hampton 06424 

295-9523 

Region 

4 

State Forest Nursery 
RFD1 

Voluntown 06384 

376-2513 


It is estimated that the demand for timber products 
will double in the next 30 years - and we are already in 
the midst of a timber shortage. The majority of U.S. 
forest land is privately owned, and both REAP and 
FIP are designed to provide the incentives to 
increase timber production on these private lands. 



illustrations by Deborah Dumin 
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